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Baseline conditions, no pump-out or pump-in with
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Alternative 15 water exchange at Hyperion at 0.925 ppt—
170,000-acre-foot pump-out with 73,000-acre-foot pump-in with
1.346-million-acre-foot drainage inflow at 2.8 ppt
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Alternative 16 water exchange at Yuma at 4 ppt—
170,000-acre-foot pump-out with 73,000-acre-foot pump-in
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Sea at 35 ppt with 1.0-million-acre-foot drainage
inflow at 3.5 ppt
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